SOME   CRITICS  OF   AUTHORITARIANISM
The relationship of Proudhon to Marx is a vast problem
which it is impossible to do more than indicate in the briefest
manner. That Marx owed much to Proudhon is certain, but
we have already seen that the surplus-value theory and the
assertion of the right of labour to the produce of labour are to
be found in several of Marx's predecessors, and that it was
Marx who gave them life; and the same can be said, though
perhaps less confidently, of the essentials of the materialistic
interpretation of history.1 But any comparison of Proudhon
and Marx is bound to stress mainly their divergencies. Their
ideals and their methods were radically different. Proudhon
has in view a country like France, in which agriculture tends to
remain the predominating interest; his real ideal is the French
owner farmer; he remains a petit bourgeois and does not really
think very highly of the industrial proletariat, anxious as he is
to improve its lot. Further, he is fundamentally an optimist,
and largely trusts to the kindliness of human nature for the
new society to be ushered in without coercion or violence.2
Federalism was in fact deliberately meant as an alternative to
the plebs emancipating itself-by proclaiming a perpetual
dictatorship. Proudhon could not really be a Marxist because
he was above all not so much a social as a moral reformer,
and refused to admit that morals were a matter of class or
other material circumstances—helpful or hindering as these
might of course be.3
Proudhon's closest affinities were in fact outside Socialism.
Hegel has already been mentioned: and Kant's insistence on
1	In its real original sense, not in modern Communist distortions.
2	See letter to Mars already quoted, 5th May 1846 : " II n'y a pas besoin
de la secousse d'une revolution pour reussir. II ne faut pas poser Faction
revolutionnaire comme moyen de refonne sociale parce que ce moyen serait
simplement un appel a la force, a 1'arbitraire—bref, une contradiction."
3	For Marx, Proudhon remained an incorrigible petit-bourgeois Socialist,
whose works were " pretentious and useless"; lie had substituted for his
early revolutionary ardour " the feelings of a grocer " : he is " a living con-
tradiction," full of scientific charlatanism and political compromise (Letter
written on the death of Proudhon, in January 1865, to the Berlin Soziat-
demokraty quoted by W. Pickles, P.J.Proudkon et K.Marx. I am indebted
to Mr Pickles for the loan of this hitherto unpublished thesis).
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